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Sir: 

In response to the Final Office action dated July 29, 2005, Applicants would like to 
request a pre-appeal panel review of the application. 

Remarks/Arguments begin on page 2 of this paper. 
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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-31 are pending in the present application. 

This request is in response to the Final Office Action mailed July 29, 2005. In the Final 
Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-31 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e). Pre-appeal panel 
review of the application in light of the remarks/arguments made herein is respectfully requested. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §102 

In the Final Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-31 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,359,891 issued to Bergantino et al. (" Bergantino "). 
Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection and contend that the Examiner has not met the 
burden of establishing a prima facie case of anticipation. 

There are several clear errors in the Examiner's rejections and arguments. 

1) Bergantino does not disclose, either expresslv or inherently, N logical schedule tables: 
Applicants would like to refer to the arguments presented in the response filed on May 

13, 2005, page 8 (lines 9-15). Among other things, neither the connection ID table nor the 
scoreboard is the same as the N logical schedule tables. 

2) Bergantino does not disclose, either expresslv or inherently, the N logical schedule 
tables being separated by table delimiters and operating independently: 

Applicants would like to refer to the arguments presented in the response filed on May 
13, 2005, page 8 (hnes 15-31) and page 9 (Hnes 1-14). Among other things, there are no 
delimiters or N logical schedule tables operating independently. 

3) Bergantino does not disclose, either expressly or inherently, a scoreboard as the 
hardware schedule table : 

Applicants would like to refer to the arguments presented in the response filed on May 
13, 2005, page 9 (lines 15-23). Among other things, the scoreboard only contains bits 1 or 0 
corresponding to whether a cell is scheduled or available, not the entries for the assigned 
connection identifiers. 

4) Claims must be interpreted consistently with the specification: 

Claims should be interpreted consistently with the specification, which provides content 
for the proper construction of the claims because it explains the nature of the patentee's 
invention. See Renishaw P.L.C. v. Marposs Societa Per Azioni , 158 F.3d 1243 (Fed. Cir. 1998). 
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Here, the hardware schedule table, the N logical schedule tables, and their relationship 
are fully described in the specification. See, for example, line 15, page 8 through line 20, page 
12; and Figures 2, 3A, 3B and 4. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the Review Panel render a decision 
allowing the application. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant respectfully requests the Review Panel render a decision allowing the application. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 



Dated: December 29, 2005 By 
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